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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-28 have been examined. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



2. 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 



3. Claims 15-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claim 15 recites "[a] computer program product, tangibly stored on a machine 
readable medium..." As seen in Applicant's specification on page 12, lines 24-28, 
the invention can be implemented as a computer program product, i.e., a computer 
program tangibly embodied in an information carrier, e.g., in a machine-readable 
storage device or in a propagated signal, for execution by, or to control the operation 
of, data processing apparatus, e.g., a programmable processor, a computer, or 
multiple computers. 

As such, the claim may be interpreted as a computer program tangibly embodied 
in an information carrier, e.g., a propagated signal, which is not a proper medium 
and thus non-statutory subject matter. See MPEP §2106. 



4. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Matheson (USPN 6,944,514). 

As per claim 1 , Matheson discloses a computer-implemented method for 
managing a change to a product structure (i.e., innovation information management, 
including an engineering change, column 5, lines 9-25) comprising: defining 
instructions to implement the change to the product structure (i.e., product 
requirements 120, column 5, lines 26-30); associating a first validity for the change 
with a first organizational structure, the first organizational structure having a first 
organizational view of the product structure (i.e., requirements from many sources, 
e.g., marketing, customers, engineering, manufacturing, column 5, lines 26-30); 
associating a second validity for the change with a second organizational structure, 
the second organizational structure having a second organizational view of the 
product structure (i.e., requirements from many sources, e.g., marketing, customers, 
engineering, manufacturing, column 5, lines 26-30); and automatically implementing 
the change according to the first validity for the first organizational view, and 
according to the second validity for the second organizational view (i.e., product 
requirement interface allows tracking of all decisions related to the product 
requirements, column 7, lines 7-10). 
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As per claim 2, Matheson discloses defining instructions to change a plurality of 
different objects of the product structure (i.e., object model 100, column 5, lines 15- 
20). 

As per claim 3, Matheson discloses at least one of the first and second validities 
depends on a date (i.e., data may be created automatically, including creation time 
of last modified date, column 8, lines 47-57). 

As per claim 4, Matheson discloses at least one of the first and second validities 
is valid beginning with a first date and ending with a second date (i.e., data may be 
created automatically, including creation time of last modified date, column 8, lines 
47-57). 

As per claim 5, Matheson discloses a hierarchy of organizational structures and 
wherein the second validity depends on the first validity (i.e., each product idea may 
have various associated product requirements which may have associated product 
function objects, column 5, lines 53-61). 

As per claim 6, Matheson discloses at least one of the first and second validities 
depends on attaining a production milestone (i.e., product requirement 120 the 
product must fulfill, column 5, lines 26-30). 

As per claim 7, Matheson discloses at least one of the first and second validities 
depends on implementing a different change to the product structure (i.e., 
requirements from many sources, e.g., marketing, customers, engineering, 
manufacturing, column 5, lines 26-30). 
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As per claim 8, Matheson discloses a previous validity is associated with the 
change and wherein defining instructions to implement the change includes defining 
instructions for modifying the previous validity (i.e., innovation information 
management, including an engineering change, column 5, lines 9-25). 

As per claim 9, Matheson discloses the change includes previous instructions for 
changing the product structure and wherein defining instructions to implement the 
change includes defining instructions for modifying the previous instructions (i.e., 
innovation information management, including an engineering change, column 5, 
lines 9-25). 

As per claim 10, Matheson discloses the first validity precedes the second 
validity (i.e., each product idea may have various associated product requirements 
which may have associated product function objects, column 5, lines 53-61). 

As per claim 1 1 , Matheson discloses the second validity is dependent upon the 
first validity and contemporaneous with the first validity (i.e., each product idea may 
have various associated product requirements which may have associated product 
function objects, column 5, lines 53-61). 

As per claim 12, Matheson discloses storing the instructions to implement the 
change to the product structure, the first validity, and the second validity in a first 
database, wherein the product structure is stored in a second database, the second 
database being separate from the first database (i.e., separate relational database 
file defined for each defined interface, column 7, lines 34-50). 
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As per claim 13, Matheson discloses receiving a request to make a change to a 
product structure (i.e., innovation information management, including an engineering 
change, column 5, lines 9-25). 

As per claim 14, Matheson discloses determining whether the change should be 
implemented (i.e., decisions related to product requirements and product function, 
column 7, lines 5-7); generating a change order to implement the change, the 
change order including the instructions to implement the change of the product 
structure, the first validity, the second validity (i.e., innovation information 
management, including an engineering change, column 5, lines 9-25), and a name 
of a user who determined that the requested change should be implemented (i.e., 
user access via appropriate permissions, column 4, lines 49-55); and storing the 
change order in a first database, wherein the product structure is stored in a second 
database, the second database being separate from the first database (i.e., separate 
relational database file defined for each defined interface, column 7, lines 34-50). 

Claims 15-28 are rejected based upon the same rationale as the rejections of 
claims 1-14, respectively, since they are the computer program product claims 
corresponding to the method claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

-Maki et al (USPN 5307261) disclose product configuration management. 
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-Yotsukura (USPN 6647380) discloses a production and inventory control 
system. 

-Back et al (US 2003/0220852) disclose a bill of materials change management 
schema. 

-Arai et al (USPN 7024433) disclose part design change. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Andre Boyce whose telephone number is (571)272- 
6726. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6pm M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 



/Andre Boyce/ 

Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3623 
March 28, 2008 



